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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-7, 10-12, 15, 17-23, 26-28, 31, and 47-48 remain for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/29/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. On page 13 of the amendment,- Applicant argues, "Ferrat makes no 
mention or suggestion that the hub server ascertains whether the pushed changes have 
already been published or deleted in a data store of the hub server prior to updating the 
data store. Further more, the Ferrat mentions nothing of ignoring the pushed changes if 
it is ascertained that the hub server's record store has already been updated with the 
pushed changes." Examiner disagrees, noting that Ferrat discloses that only those 
records from a given record store that have changed will be updated, because doing so 
reduces bandwith consumption (paragraph 0013), and further observes that in at least 
one embodiment the remote data store is capable of identifying only those records that 
have changed - from which it necessarily follows that any record that has not changed 
has already been pushed to the remote application store (see paragraph 0087). Even 
assuming arguendo that this somehow does not read on the claim limitation in dispute, 

it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to ignore a pushed record that has not been changed, because pushing redundant 
records would waste valuable resources (Ferrat, paragraph 0013 again). As the 
remaining arguments against the other claims are substantially similar to the argument 
traversing claim 1, thus they are also rejected for similar reasons as presented above. 
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Claim Rejections ~ 35 USC § 103 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

4. Claims 1-7, 10-12, 15, 17-23, 26-28, 31, and 47-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Brown etal. (U.S. Pre-grant Publication 
2002/0174180) and further in view of Ferrat et al. (U.S. Pre-grant Publication 
2005/0055382). 

Referring to Claims 1 and 17: 

Brown discloses a coordinated push synchronization method, comprising the 
acts of: 

detecting changes to a local application data store (paragraph 0056-0057); 

identifying a record affected by a detected change (paragraph 0057); 

pushing the identified record to a remote application data store (paragraph 0057). 

ascertaining whether the [pushed] record, in its current form as affected by the 
detected change, has already been replicated or deleted in the remote application data 
store in order to determine whether the remote application data store will be updated 
with the pushed record; if not, updating the remote application data store with the 
pushed record (paragraphs 0071 and 0080-0083); and 

identifying the [pushed] record in the remote application data store as a pushed 
record (paragraph 0066) and identifying the [pushed] record in the remote application 
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data store as having been pushed from the local application data store to the remote 
application data store, otherwise ignoring the [pushed] record (paragraph 0071). 

The system disclosed Brown uses an identifier to determine whether the record 
to be updated on the remote application data store before pushing the identified record 
to the remote application data store (paragraphs 0091-0094). However, Ferrat 
discloses wherein the record is pushed to the remote application data store prior to 
determining whether the record should be updated (paragraphs 0089-0091). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to include the synchronization method of Ferrat into that disclosed by Brown. The 
motivation for doing so would be to improve the ability to share common data across 
multiple platforms (Ferrat, paragraphs 0010-0011). 

Referring to Claims 5 and 21: 

Brown discloses a coordinated user-initiated synchronization method, comprising 
the acts of: 

detecting changes to a local application data store (paragraph 0040); and 
identifying a record affected by a detected change (paragraph 0041-0043); 
Brown appears to be silent regarding ascertaining whether the identified record, 
in its current form as affected by the detected change, was pushed to the local 
application data store; and if not, synchronizing the remote application data store with 
the local application data store. However, Ferrat teaches these limitations (paragraphs 
0089-0091 ). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
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invention was made to include the synchronization method of Ferrat into that disclosed 
by Brown. The motivation for doing so would be to improve the ability to share common 
data across multiple platforms (Ferrat, paragraphs 0010-001 1). 

Referring to Claims 10 and 26: 

Brown discloses a coordinated push and user-initiated synchronization method, 
comprising: j 

detecting changes to a local application data store (paragraph 0040); 

identifying a first record in the local application data store affected by a detected 
change (paragraph 0041-0043); 

pushing the first record to a remote application data store (paragraph 0040); 

ascertaining whether the identified [pushed] record, in its current form as affected 
by the detected change, has already been replicated in or deleted the remote 
application data store and, if not, updating the remote application data store with the 
[pushed] record (paragraph 0040); 

detecting changes to the remote application data store (paragraph 0057); 

identifying a second record in the remote application data store affected by a 
detected change (paragraph 0057); 

ascertaining whether the second record, in its current form as affected by the 
detected change, has already been pushed into the remote application data store in 
order to determine whether the remote application data store will be updated with the 
[pushed] record and, if not, synchronizing the remote application data store with the 
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local application data store, otherwise ignoring the [pushed] record (paragraphs 0071- 
0083). 

The system disclosed Brown uses an identifier to determine whether the record 
to be updated on the remote application data store before pushing the identified record 
to the remote application data store (paragraphs 0091-0094). However, Ferrat 
discloses wherein the record is pushed to the remote application data store prior to 
determining whether the record should be updated (paragraphs 0089-0091). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to include the synchronization method of Ferrat into that disclosed by Brown. The 
motivation for doing so would be to improve the ability to share common data across 
multiple platforms (Ferrat, paragraphs 0010-0011). 

Referring to Claims 2 and 18: 

Brown and Ferrat disclose the limitations of Claims 1 and 17 above. Brown 
further discloses wherein the act of ascertaining includes comparing a local change 
counter associated with the pushed record in the local application data store with a 
remote change counter associated with a corresponding record in the remote 
application data store (paragraph 0079). 

Referring to Claims 3, 7, 19 and 23: 

Brown and Ferrat disclose the limitation of Claims 1,5, 17 and 21 above. Brown 
further discloses, wherein the act of pushing the identified record comprises: 
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if the identified record has been detected as being new, pushing a replica of the 
identified record with instructions to save the replica in the remote application data store 
(paragraph 0080); 

if the identified record has been detected as being modified, pushing a replica of 
the identified record with instruction to save the replica in the remote application data 
store replacing a prior version of the record (paragraph 0082); and 

if the identified record has been detected as being deleted, pushing instructions 
to delete a prior version of the identified contained in the remote application data store 
(paragraph 0081). 

Referring to Claims 4 and 20: 

Brown and Ferrat disclose the limitation of Claims 1 and 17 above. Brown further 
discloses, wherein the act of identifying the pushed record in the remote application 
data store as a pushed record comprises associating an indicator with the pushed 
record identifying the pushed record in the remote application data store as a pushed 
record (paragraph 0066). 

Referring to Claims 6 and 22: 

Brown and Ferrat disclose the limitation of Claims 5 and 21 above. Brown further 
discloses, wherein the act of ascertaining includes examining an indicator associated 
with a pushed record identifying the pushed record in the remote application data store 
as a pushed record (paragraph 0066). 
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Referring to Claims 11 and 27: 

Brown and Ferrat disclose the limitation of Claims 10 and 26 above. Brown 
further discloses, wherein the act of ascertaining whether the pushed record has been 
replicated in or deleted from a the remote application data store includes comparing a 
local change counter associated with the pushed record in the local application data 
store with a remote change counter associated with a corresponding record in the 
remote application data store (paragraph 0079-83). 

Referring to Claims 12 and 28: 

Brown and Ferrat disclose the limitation of Claims 10 and 26 above. Brown 
further discloses, wherein the act of ascertaining whether the pushed record has been 
replicated in or deleted from the remote application data store includes examining an 
indicator associated with the pushed record identifying the pushed record in the remote 
application data store as a pushed record (paragraph 0066). 

Referring to Claims 15 and 31: 

Brown and Ferrat disclose the limitation of Claims 10 and 26 above. Brown 
further discloses, after updating the remote application data store with the pushed 
record, identifying the pushed record in the remote application data store, as having 
been pushed from the local application data store to the remote application data store 
(paragraphs 0066 and 0071). 
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Referring to Claim 47: 

Brown and Ferrat disclose the limitation of Claim 4 above. Brown further 
discloses, wherein the act of associating comprises setting a coordination flag for the 
pushed record (paragraph 0066). 

Referring to Claim 48: 

Brown and Ferrat disclose the limitation of Claim 6 above. Brown further 
discloses, wherein the Indicator comprises a coordination flag, a set coordination flag 
indicating that a record is a pushed record and a reset coordination flag indicating that 
the record is not a pushed record (paragraph 0066). 

Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tom Gyorfi whose telephone number is (571) 272-3849. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am - 5:00pm Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on (571) 272-3859. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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